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US. Customs Service 


Treasury Decisions 
(T.D. 78-71) 
Cotton Textile Products—Restriction on Entry 


Restriction on entry of cotton textile products manufactured or produced in 
Pakistan 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., February 27, 1978. 


There is published below a directive of January 19, 1978, received 
by the Commissioner of Customs from the Chairman, Committee 
for the Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning restriction 
on entry of cotton textile products in certain categories manufactured 


or produced in Pakistan. 
This directive was published in the FrprraL ReaisteR on 
January 27, 1978 (42 FR 3738), by the Committee. 
(QUO-2-1) 
WituraM D. Styne 
for Joun B. O’Loveusuin, 
Director, 
Duty Assessment Division. 


United States Department of Commerce 
The Assistant Secretary for Industry and Trade 
Washington, D.C. 20230 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


January 19, 1978. 

CoMMISSIONER OF CusTOMS 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20229 
Dear Mr. ComMiIssIONER: 

Under the terms of the Arrangement Regarding International Trade 
in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, as extended on 
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December 15, 1977, pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton Textile Agree- 
ment of January 4, and 9, 1978, between the Governments of the 
United States and Pakistan, and in accordance with the provisions 
of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as amended by Executive 
Order 11951 of January 6, 1977, you are directed to prohibit, effec- 
tive on February 6, 1978 and for the twelve-month period beginning 
on January 1, 1978 and extending through December 31, 1978, entry 
into the United States for consumption and withdrawal from ware- 
house for consumption of cotton textile products in the following 
categories in excess of the indicated levels of restraint: 


Category Twelve- Month Level of Restraint } 

aia 56, 419,000 square yards 

319 3,321,000 square yards 

363 4,700,000 numbers 

338 1,597,222 dozen of which not 
more than 799,542 
dozen shall be in 
T.S.U.S.A. 380.0651 
and 380.0652 

dozen of which not 

more than 122,097 
dozen shall be in 
T.S.U.S.A. 382.0669 
and 382.0671 


Entries of cotton textile products in the foregoing categories, pro- 
duced or manufactured in Pakistan and exported to the United States 
prior to January 1, 1978, shall not be subject to this directive. 

Cotton textile products in Categories 313, 319, 363, 338 and 339 
which have been released from the custody of the U.S. Customs Serv- 
ice under the provisions of 19 U.S.C. 1448(b) before February 6, 1978, 
shall not be denied entry under this directive. 

The levels of restraint set forth above are subject to adjustment 
according to the provisions of the bilateral agreement of January 4 
and 9, 1978 between the Governments of the United States and 
Pakistan which provide, in part, that: (1) within the aggregate and 
group limits of the agreement, specific levels of restraint may be 
exceeded by designated percentages; (2) these same levels may be 
increased for carryover and carryforward; and (3) administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made to resolve minor problems 
arising in the implementation of the agreement. Any appropriate 


' The levels of restraint have not been adjusted to account for entries made prior to the effective date of 
this directive. 
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adjustments under the provisions of the bilateral agreement referred 
to above will be made to you by letter. 

A description of the categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers 
was published in the Feprrau RuaistEr on January 4, 1978 (43 FR 
884). 

In carrying out the above directions, entry into the United States 
for consumption shall be construed to include entry for consumption 
into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Government of Pakistan and 
with respect to imports of cotton textiles and cotton textile products 
from Pakistan have been determined by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, the directions to the 
Commissioner of Customs, being necessary to the implementation of 
such actions, fall within the foreign affairs exception to the rule- 
making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the 
FrprrAu RacistTer! 


S neerely, 


Rosert E. SHEPHERD 
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements, and Deputy Assistant 
Secretary for Domestic Business Development 


(T.D. 78-72) 


Cotton, Wool, and Manmade Fiber Textile Products—Restriction on 
Entry 


Restriction on entry of cotton, wool, and manmade fiber textile products manu- 
factured or produced in India 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CuUSTOMs, 
Washington, D.C., February 27, 1978. 


There is published below a directive of January 27, 1978, received 
by the Commissioner of Customs from the Acting Chairman, Com- 
mittee for the Implementation of Textile Agreements, concerning 
restriction on entry of cotton, wool, and manmade fiber textile 
products in certain categories manufactured or produced in India. 
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This directive was published in the Frprrat Reeistrer on Feb- 
ruary 2, 1978 (43 FR 4451), by the Committee. 
(QUO-2-1) 


Wituram D. Styne 
for Joun B. O’Loveutin, 
Director, 

Duty Assessment Division. 


United States Department of Commerce 
The Assistant Secretary for Industry and Trade 
Washington, D.C. 20230 


COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 


January 27, 1978. 


COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20229 
Dear Mr. ComMISssIONER: 


Under the terms of the Arrangement Regarding International Trade 
in Textiles done at Geneva on December 20, 1973, as extended on 
December 15, 1977, pursuant to the Bilateral Cotton, Wool, and 
Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement of December 30, 1977, between 
the Governments of the United States and India, and in accordance 
with the provisions of Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as 
amended by Executive Order 11951 of January 6, 1977, you are 
directed to prohibit, effective on February 1, 1978, and for the twelve- 
month period beginning on January 1, 1978 and extending through 
December 31, 1978, entry into the United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption of cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber textile products in the following categories, produced 
or manufactured in India, in excess of the indicated levels of restraint: 

Category Twelve-Month Level of Restraint } 

300-320, 400-429 and 150,803,000 square yards equivalent 
600-627 

330-369, 431-469 and 35,403,000 square yards equivalent 
630-669 

313 50,000,000 square yards 

315 12,500,000 square yards 

317 24,000,000 square yards 

319 17,500,000 square yards 

320 45,000,000 square yards 


See footnote at end of table. 
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Category Twelve-Month Level of Restraint } 


360 8,181,818 units 

361 1,612,903 units 

362 333,333 units 

363 20,000,000 units 

369 2,608,696 pounds 

610 7,000,000 square yards 
666 256,410 pounds 


1 The levels of restraint have not been adjusted tc account for entries made during January 1978. 


Cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile products in the foregoing 
categories that have been released from the custody of the U.S. 
Customs Service under the provisions of 19 U.S.C. 1448(b) before 
February 1, 1978, shall not be denied entry under this directive. 

Wool textile products in Categories 400-469 and man-made fiber 
textile products in Categories 600-669 that have been exported to the 
United States prior to January 1, 1978 shall not be subject to this 
directive. 

Apparel products in Categories 330-359 which are accompanied by 
an elephant-shaped certification, shall be permitted entry up to a level 
of 3 million dozen during the twelve-month period beginning on Jan- 
uary 1, 1978 and extending through December 31, 1978. 

In carrying out this directive, entries of cotton textiles and cotton 
textile products in Categories 300-320 and 360-369 (formerly 1-38 
and 64), 330-359 (formerly 39-63), and 360-369 (formerly 28-38 and 
64), produced or manufactured in India and exported to the United 
States prior to January 1, 1978, shall, to the extent of any unfilled 
balances, be charged against the levels of restraint established for such 
goods during the fifteen-month period beginning on October 1, 1976 
and extending through December 31, 1977. In the event that the levels 
of restraint established for that period have been exhausted by pre- 
vious entries, such goods shall be subject to the levels set forth in this 
directive. 

Apparel products in Categories 330-359 (formerly 39-63) which 
are accompanied by an elephant-shaped certification and exported to 
the United States prior to January 1, 1978, shall, to the extent of any 
unfilled balances be charged against the amended level of restraint of 
3,750,000 dozen established for such goods during the fifteen-month 
period which began on October 1, 1976. In the event that the levels of 
restraint established for that period have been exhausted by previous 
entries, such goods shall be subject to the levels set froth in this 
directive. 
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With the exception of apparel products in Categories 330-359, 
which are accompanied by the elephant-shaped certification, the levels 
of restraint set forth above are subject to adjustment in the future 
according to the provisions of the bilateral agreement of December 30, 
1977, between the Governments of the United States and India which 
provide, in part, that: (1) within the aggregate, group limits may be 
exceeded by designated percentages; (2) these same levels may be 
increased for carryover and carryforward; and (3) administrative 
arrangements or adjustments may be made to resolve minor 
problems arising in the implementation of the agreement. Any 
appropriate adjustments under the provisions of the bilateral agree- 
ment referred to above will be made to you by letter. 

A description of the categories in terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers and 
factors for converting category units into equivalent square yards 
was published in the FeperaL ReeisterR on January 4, 1978 (43 
FR 884). 

In carrying out the above directions, entry into the United States 
for consumption shall be construed to include entry for consumption 
into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the Government of India and 
with respect to imports of cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile 
products from India have been determined by the Committee for the 


Implementation of Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs func- 
tions of the United States. Therefore, the directions to the Commis- 
sioner of Customs, being necessary to the implementation of such 
actions, fall within the foreign affairs exception to the rule-making 
provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the Frprran 
REGISTER. 


Sincerely, 
Epwarp Gortrriep 
Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
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Antidumping—Polyvinyl Chloride Sheet and Film from the Republic of 
China (Taiwan) 


Notice of American manufacturer’s desire to contest negative fair value 
determination 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C. 


AGENCY: United States Customs Service, Department of the 
Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of desire to contest a determination under the Anti- 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to advise the public that the Secretary of 
the Treasury has received notification from certain American pro- 
ducers of polyvinyl chloride sheet and film of their desire to contest 
a negative fair value determination made under the Antidumping Act 
of 1921, as amended, with respect to such products sold by two 
Taiwanese companies. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 3, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Michael Lublinski, 
Classification and Value Division, U.S. Customs Service, 1301 Con- 
stitution Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20229 (202-566-2938). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On January 16, 1978, a 
notice of “Determination of Sales at Less Than Fair Value; Exclusion 
from and Final Discontinuance of Antidumping Investigation” in the 
matter of polyvinyl! chloride sheet and film from the Republic of China 
was published in the Feprrat Reaister (43 FR 2254). This notice 
excluded from the determination of sales at less than fair value, poly- 
vinyl chloride sheet and film from the Republic of China produced by 
Ocean Plastics Co., Ltd. (Ocean Plastics), and discontinued the anti- 
dumping investigation with respect to merchandise produced by China 
Gulf Plastics Corporation (China Gulf). Except for the merchandise 
sold by these two producers, the case was referred to the United States 
International Trade Commission for a determination as to whether the 
sales at less than fair value are causing, or are likely to cause injury to 
an industry in the United States. 
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Notification was received by the Secretary of the Treasury on 
February 9, 1978, of the desire of the Plastic Imports Action Commit- 
tee (PIAC), a group of American producers of the same class or kind 
of merchandise as that described in the above determination, to con- 
test in the United States Customs Court the failure to include in the 
determination of sales at less than fair value, such merchandise sold 
by Ocean Plastics and China Gulf. 

In accordance with the provisions of section 516 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930, as amended by the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 1516), notice 
is hereby given that certain American manufacturers, producers or 
wholesalers have given notice that they desire to contest the failure 
to include in the determination of sales at less than fair value, poly- 
vinyl chloride sheet and film sold by Ocean Plastics and China Gulf. 


LEONARD LEHMAN, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 


Approved: Feb 27, 1978. 
Rosert H. MunpHEIM 


[Published in the FreprerRAL Register March 3, 1978 (43 FR 8898)] 


(T.D. 78-74) 
Synopses of drawback decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CusTOmMs, 
Washington, D.C., February 22, 1978. 


The following are synopses of drawback rates and amendments 
issued September 29, 1976, to November 23, 1977, inclusive, pursuant 
to sections 22.1 and 22.5, inclusive, Customs Regulations. 

In the synopses below are listed, for each drawback rate or amend- 
ment approved under section 1313(g), the name of the company, the 
specified articles on which drawback is authorized, the merchandise 
which will be used to manufacture or produce these articles, the 
factories where the work will be accomplished, the date the statement 
was signed, the basis for determining payment, the effective dates 
of exportation, the Regional Commissioner to whom the rate was 
forwarded, and the date on which it was forwarded. 

(DRA-1-09) 
LEonAarD LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 
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(A) Company: Alabama Dry Dock and Shipbuilding Co. 

Vessels: Ocean-going pipelaying/derrick barge 

Merchandise: Steel, electronic equipment, and other barge gear 
equipment 

Shipyards: Mobile, AL 

Statement signed: March 9, 1977 

Basis of claim: Appearing in 

Effective date: September 2, 1975 

Rate forwarded to RC of Customs: New Orleans, March 30, 1977 


(B) Company: Avondale Shipyards, Inc. 

Vessels: Drilling rigs 

Merchandise: Imported electronic equipment, electrical equipment 
and miscellaneous equipment 

Shipyards: Avondale and Zacarter, LA 

Statement signed: September 13, 1976 

Basis of claim: Appearing in 

Effective date: September 1, 1973 

Rate forwarded to RC of Customs: New Orleans, September 29, 1976 


(C) Company: Avondale Shipyards, Inc. 
Vessels: Drilling rigs 


Merchandise: Steel plates, life boats, davits, winches, anchors, 


electrical equipment and miscellaneous equipment. 
Shipyards: Westwego and Belle Chase, LA 
Statement signed: May 2, 1977 
Basis of claim: Appearing in 
Effective date: September 1, 1976 
Rate forwarded to RC of Customs: New Orleans, May 25, 1977 


(D) Company: Morgan Yacht 

Vessels: Yacht—Morgan Out Island 51 

Merchandise: Thirty-four (84) articles of equipment as noted in 
statement. Drawback denied on four (4) items as noted 
on statement. 

Shipyard: Largo, FL 

Statement signed: October 27, 1977 

Basis of claim: Appearing in 

Effective date: May 13, 1975 

Rate forwarded to RC of Customs: Miami, November 23, 1977 
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(T.D. 78-75) 
Synopses of drawback decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., February 22, 1978. 


The following are synopses of drawback rates and amendments 
issued November 19, 1976, to August 17, 1977, inclusive, pursuant to 
sections 22.1 and 22.5, inclusive, Customs Regulations. 

In the synopses below are listed, for each drawback rate or amend- 
ment approved under section 1313(d), the name of the company, the 
specified articles on which drawback is authorized, the merchandise 
which will be used to manufacture or produce these articles, the fac- 
tories where the work will be accomplished, the date the statement 
was signed, the basis for determining payment, the effective dates of 
exportation, the Regional Commissioner to whom the rate was for- 
warded, and the date on which it was forwarded. 

(DRA-1-09) 
Lronarp LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


(A) Company: Diakem, Inc. 

Articles: “CEREGEN” 

Merchandise: Domestic tax-paid alcohol 

Factories: Sellersville, PA 

Statement signed: May 6, 1977 

Basis of claim: Used in 

Effective date: November 25, 1974 

Rate forwarded to RC of Customs: New York, August 17, 1977 


(B) Company: Warner-Jenkinson Company 

Articles: Flavoring extract known as No. 4001 Hiram Walker Natural 
and artificial chocolate almond flavor, among other things 

Merchandise: Domestic tax-paid alcohol 

Factories: St. Louis, MO 

Statement signed: September 7, 1976 

Basis of claim: Used in 

Effective date: September 3, 1976 

Rate forwarded to RC of Customs: New York, November 19, 1976 

Amends: T.D. 50563-C, as amended, to cover additional articles 
above 
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(C) Company: Warner-Jenkinson Company 

Articles: Flavoring extract known as No. 4655 Lemon-Lime Extract 
Flavor 

Merchandise: Domestic tax-paid alcohol 

Factories: St. Louis, MO 

Statement signed: April 14, 1977 

Basis of claim: Used in 

Effective date: April 14, 1977 

Rate forwarded to RC’s of Customs: New York and New Orleans, 

May 17, 1977 





Decisions of the United States 
Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals 


(C.A.D. 1205) 


Stetzta D’Oro Biscuit Co., Inc. v. THE Unitep States, No. 77-28 
(—F. 2d—) 


[1] CLAssIFICATION OF ImportTs—OVEN 


Held, that an imported bakery oven was properly classified under 
item 661.30 TSUS, as modified by T.D. 68-9. 


United States Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, February 23, 
1978 


Appeal from United States Customs Court, C.D. 4709 


Goldrich & Gross, attorneys of record, for appellant, Sidney M. Gross, of 
counsel. 


Barbara Allen Babcock, Assistant Attorney General, David M. Cohen, Chief, 
Customs Section, Robert H. White for the United States. 


{Oral argument on February 6, 1978 by Sidney M. Gross for appellant 
and by Robert fH. White for appellee] 


Before Markey, Chief Judge, Ricu, Batpwin, LANE and MILLER, Associale 
Judges. 


PER CURIAM. 

[1] This appeal is from the judgment of the Customs Court which 
sustained classification of an imported bakery oven under item 
661.30 TSUS, as modified by T.D. 68-9. — Cust. Ct. —, C.D. 4709, 
— F. Supp. — (1977). After a thorough consideration of appellant’s 
arguments, we are in full agreement with the opinion of the Customs 
Court, authored by Judge Newman, and, accordingly, we adopt it as 
our own. 

We agree with appellant that the issue of the doctrine of entireties 
was before the Customs Court, but it seems clear to us that Judge 

12 
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Newman correctly treated the issue. Appellant’s position that the 
imported oven is an integral part of a breadstick production line, 
which line should be classified as an entirety, is not well taken. As 
Judge Newman found, the testimony of appellant’s own witnesses 
established that the importation at bar did not comprise a complete 
breadstick production line, since it did not include packaging or 
wrapping machinery. Appellant’s remarks, posited on appeal, alleging 
that a complete breadstick line need not include packaging or wrap- 
ping machinery, are contrary to the testimony below and can be given 
no weight. The judgment is affirmed. 





Decisions of the United States 
Customs Court 


United States Customs Court 


One Federal Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 10007 


Chief Judge 
Edward D. Re 
Judges 
Paul P. Rao James L. Watson 
Morgan Ford Herbert N. Maletz 
Scovel Richardson Bernard}Newman 
Frederick Landis Nils'A. Boe 
Senior Judge 
Samuel M. Rosenstein 
Clerk 
Joseph E. Lombardi 


Abstracts 
Abstracted Reappraisement Decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, February 21, 1978. 


The following abstracts of decisions of the United States Customs 
Court at New York are published for the information and guidance 
of officers of the customs and others concerned. Although the decisions 
are not of sufficient general interest to print in full, the summary 
herein given will be of assistance to customs officials in easily locating 
cases and tracing important facts. 

Rospert E. CHasen, 
Commissioner of Customs. 





synqseAp poqi0d 
| -Wt Uo ofqeAed somnp 
SUIOJSND AOJ MOT[V 
0} ‘190TJO suIOjsnd Aq 
poyjdde 10j,0Ry 30440 
Yons 10 Op T Aq popta 
-Ip ‘quouwrsteidds jo 
ell} 4B JOO suro4 
-snd AQ poauTulieyp 
syunouwe ut AJVATOp 
jo eovid 04 QueuIdTYys 
jo o0vid wo1 souRINS 
-UT pus WOTye}A0dsuBI} 
JO SjsOd sset ‘pury 10 
SSBlO 9UIBS JO SITN4SosP 
JO sees uo “s'Q UI 
epeur Ajrensn sosued 
-x9 [B19U03 pus yyoid 
dulpuosoider %F'ee 
ssoy ‘yuoUresTBidde jo 
OU} 4B JDYJO suIo} 
(II ‘a'°V'O) -snd Aq psuTWiejep SL6L 
SyNyseAp plouszueg | ‘j@ 49 UoTyeIO0dI10g se JUNODSIP YsBd % Auvdurog 9fq "11 Areniqe 7, 
YIOX MON | [BoTULIYO AIH *A*s'gQ | ssoy ‘soorid Suyjos “g*g ON[BA Sa4VIg Pou CZOFS/¢ pus [vorUTEYO BID *¢ ‘UOSzeM 


= 
[ont 
Pp 
o 
oO 
M 
oe 
= 
© 
4 
m2 
~ 
oO 


quewspnf pus 
UOIsIIEp 0} peyoe}7e 
soyTqour ginpoyas uo ,,on[BA SL6I 
078 UdseMsH[OA | (G680I “C'V"'D) “di09 poulIe[O,, peywusisep "070 ‘]8 yo “ouy ‘soze “LT Areniqeg 
sojesuy soy | Super, GC » qT 'A‘S" uuIn[ood ut poyloeds sy uoroNpoad Jo 4sog ‘COPI/O9M *POssy JUSUTISeAUT "¢ ‘oy 12/824 


ASIGNVHOUTN | NOISIOda 
GQNV AULNG NOILVOTIVA ‘ON JIALLNIVId IO GALVG UadnWnNn 
TO LYUOd 10 SISVE LYUnod | | Paodar NOISIogad 








synyseAp piouszuog 
YIOX MON 


synyseAp plouszuag 
YIOX MON 


| 


USIGNVHOUAIWN 
GNV 
AULNY dO LUOd | 





Il ‘d'v'0) 
‘18 49 UoTyBIOdIOD 
[BojWIEYD ASIOH “Asp 


(SSIT “a'v'0) 
‘18 yo UoTPBIOdIOD 
[BoIMIeyY) ABIOH “A's” 


uo ‘s7Q UI 
nsn sesued 
-xo [evloues pus yyoid 
Surpusseidal %6G'sz 
soy ‘quotasTeIdde jo 
QUIT] 4B IOTYO suo, 
-snd Aq peuUTULojop 
sv qunoosIp ysvo % 
sso] ‘seonid Sutyyes *g* 
synyseAp poyied 
-Ull UO o[qBAed seTynp 
SUIOJSND JO} MOTs 
0} ‘190yJO SULOYsND Aq 
poydde sojyovy 13430 
yons 10 opt Aq popta 
-Ip ‘juewesteidds jo 
OUT} 4B IBIYjO sur0, 
“snd Aq pesususezep 
syunoure ul AJeATlep 
JO eoRid 0} yUeUTdrYys 
JO gavid wor doUBINS 
-ul pus UOT}e}IOdsUBIy 
JO Sjs00 ssoy ‘puly 10 
SSBlO eMLBS JO syNyseAp 
jO safes uo ‘gg UI 
epeur A[jensn sesuod 
-xo [e10uNs pue yyoid 
uljuesoideal %ereg 
Ssoy SqueuresTeidds jo 
OUT} 4B JaOYjO suo} 
“snd AQ pouluLiozop 
SB yUNOdSIP YsBo % 


a 





ON[VA S9}BIg P2zT 


049 
‘¥186/69%L 


826T 
"11 Areniqgeg 
*¢ ‘UOSIBM 


Auedwuog ofq 
puv [BoIMIGYO BID 


8261 
‘21 Aren1iqgoy 
“¢ “UOSPEAM 


Auvdwog osfcf 


pus [voIUIEYO BqIO £8/8241 


NOISIOgda 
10 @LVa 
papaner 


UatadWwaNn 
NOISIoOadd 





synyseAp poqziod 
“MI Wo efqeAed sorynp 
SuUIOJsSNd JOJ MOIR 
0} JTS surojsnd Aq 
perdde 10,08; J0Y}0 
yons 10 9f*T Aq popta 
-Ip ‘quouresteidde jo 
eu 48 IOYJO suo} 
“snd Aq pouUrlurieyep 
syunowe ut AJ@AI[TOp 
JO eovid 0} yuoUrdIYys 
jo 9ov[d wro1 GoUBINS 
“UT pus 1OT}87I10dsuBI} 
JO Sjsoo ssol ‘puny 10 
SSBlO VUIBS JO SIINJsoAP 
jo sees uo ‘gs’ UT 
epeur Ayjensn sosued 
“x9 [619U03 puB yZWoOId 
Suljuoseider %6'9z 
ssor ‘qyuouresteidde jo 
OUIT? 4B JINOYJO suo} 

(SSIT ‘a’ V'O) “snd Aq poururiojep 8L6T 
synjseAp plouezusg | ‘[@ 49 UW0TZBIOdI0D sv yunoosIp yseo %T “2490 Aueduog vfq¢ ‘21 Areniqey 
MIOX MON | [BorweyD ABWH ‘A*g'A | ssez ‘seolud BurT[es ‘g°Q OLIVA Sa}BIg PIU *PSSI1/69U pue [womeyD BqIo “¢ ‘WOSTe A ce/SLu 


a 
ca 
Pp 
° 
o 
M 
ee 
a 
© 
B 
mM 


C 


syunyseAp peyiod 
-ulT Uo ofqeAed sorynp 
SUIOJSND IOJ MOTB 
0} ‘190T]JO suLOJsnd Aq 
peydde s0joey 19440 
yons 10 og'T AQ popra 
-Ip ‘guourosteidde jo 
QUIT} 9V IOOYJO Suto, 
-sno Aq poulUrieyep 
syunoure ult AIVATIOp 
jo oovjd 0} yueUrdIYys 
jo 908d wos souBIns 
-UT pUv UOT}R}IOdsUBIT 
JO $js09 ssoy ‘purTy 10 
SSBIO OUTS JO SINJsoAP 








~ 
68 
D 
2 
3 
M 
a 
3 
= 
mM 
D 
o 


(est “a°v"O) 
[8 Jo uo0l4BlI0di0g 
[BoTWEYO A3}OH “4 *g'A 


synyseAp plouezuog 
HIOX MON 


(SSI “a'V'O) 
‘8 4a UOT WBeIOdIOD 
TBoMIeY OH AZIOH "A'S'n 


synyseAp prouezueg 
YIOX MO 


ASIGNVHOUGN 
aGNV SISVa 
AULNA fO LUOd | 





JO sojes uo ‘g’g UT 
epeur Ajfensn sesued 
*xo [B10Ued pues yyOId 
Suljzueseider %pree 
Ssol ‘yueuresteidde jo 
OWT} 48 INYO suo} 
-snd Aq pouTuliejep 
SB quNOdSIP ysed %T 
sseq ‘soolid Zurj[es “gq 


synyseAp pozi0d 
-ull uo e1qeAed soyynp 
SwUOjsNnd IOJ MOT[B 
04 ‘190qJO surojsno Aq 
peydde 10408y 190440 
yons 10 OFT AQ pepla 
-Ip ‘quowesreidds jo 
OUT} 48 JVOYO Suroy 
-snod Aq pouTuliejop 
syunoure ut AJOATTOp 
jo 90vid 0} QueUIdTYs 
jo oovid uloyy eoUBINS 
-UI pUB UOT}B}I0dsuBI} 
JO S}s00 ssoy ‘puly JO 
SSBlO OUIBS JO SNYSeAP 
JO sees uo ‘g'Q UT 
epeur Ajjensn sesued 
-x9 [B10u03 pus yyoid 
Bulzueseidel %p9% 
sso] ‘yueuresteidds jo 
OUT} 4B IOOYJO suo, 
-snd Aq pouTULajep 
sv yunOdsIP ysBo %T 


ssoq ‘sedld SuTTTes *g" 9 


GONIVA ATGH | 


W0T}B10d. 109 
TeoyuIeyD ABH 


“Oyo 


ONIBA so7B1g peu “8790/99 


040 u0lye10d109g 
‘cOFES/SOU [BorareyD AZeH 


| ON aan’ JALLNIVTd 
| 


eN]BA soyeig poyUy 


NOILVOTIVA 


40 SISVa 





8261 
"1T Arwn1qo,T 


“f ‘WOS}BAA 18/8121 


861 
*1t Areniga7 


*¢ ‘WOS]BAA 98/8241 


NOIsIoga 

40 GALVG UdgdWnan 

y apanr NOISIOUa 
| 





aH 
[ee] 
Pp 
°o 
oO 
M 
— 
a 
o 
ao 
M 
Pp 
oO 


synysoAp prouszueg 
YIOX MON 


(stl “a'v'D) 
18 yo uwoTyeI0dI0D 
TeotureyD ABH “A‘s'p 





synyseAp poqiod 
-ull Uo ayqeAed sorynp 
101SNd JOJ MOT[B 
0} ‘190qJO suIO}sND Aq 
peydde s0j,oRy soY0 
ons 10 OF T Aq pepra 
{qu ysteidde jo 
4B JOOYO SUIO} 
Pp TULIO}Op 
$qUuT AIOVATIOP 
jo vovtd 07 yuOUTdTYS 
JO % 1d uUlOJ] BOUBINS 
-UT pus UOT} eLIOdsuBIY 
JO S4so0 ssoyT ‘puTy JO 
sjosynyseAp 
s uo ‘s'p Ur 
epeur Ajjensn sesued 
-xo [B10U03 pus yyoId 
Suljuoseidel %¢'s% 
ssoy {yueuresteidde jo 
Olt} 4B IOOYJO sur04 
-snd Aq pouTuriejyep 
SB yUNOODSIP YsBo YT 
ssey ‘seorid BZuTJes “"g°p 


syynjsoAp pezyiod 
“Tul uo e[qeéed selynp 
SUIOJSNd IOJ MOT[V 
0} J90yJO suroysnd Aq 
peydde oye; 10440 
yons JO opt AQ popra 
-Ip ‘yuourestwidde jo 
OUT}? 4B AVDYJO sur} 
-snd Aq poeuturrezp 
squnome ul AJeATTEp 
jo eovid 0} yueurdIys 
jo coed wroyy eouRms 
-UI PUB LOT}eJIOdsuBI} 


Jo s4so0 ssey ‘puly JO 


SSBIO OUIBS JO SITNJSeAP 








8L6T 
"11 Areniqgo,7T 
*f¢ ‘UOSIUM 


*099 u01}8.10d.109 


ONIBA S9}¥}IS porUy 0990/99 [BoTMIEYD ABIEH 8¢/8231 





synyseAp pezi0d 
| “tT Uo efqeAed serynp 
STUIOJSND JO} MOT[V 
0} ‘1a0qJO suroysnd Aq 
poydde 103,083 19440 
yons JO opt Aq pepra 
-Ip ‘quowesteidds jo 
OUT} 98 JaOYO Suro} 
-snd Aq poeUurULiezJep 
syunowe ult AJeATep 
jo govid 0} yuouldrys 
jo aovid uroy souBIns 
“Ul pus UOTeyI0dsuBl} 
JO s4ysod Sse_ ‘puly JO 
SSBlO OUIBS JO SyNyseAp 
jo sows uo “g’Q UT 
epeur Ajjensn sesued 
-x9 [e10uUes pus yWoOId 
Buljueseidel Ypyee 
ssot ‘yueuresteidde jo 
OUT} 9B JOO SUIOZ 
(eeIT “a v'O) -snd Aq peuyunejep 
spnyseAp plouozueg | [8 49 UolyeI0dI10g sev jUNOdSIP ysBo %T 

YIOX MON [Bowe OD AZIeyH “A ‘gs’ | Ssoz ‘sedLId Zulpjes “gp ON[VA SeyeV}g pszyIUgQ 





8261 
049 uv1}B10d109 “21 Areniqe,7 
‘0168Z/99L TBormeyD AZIep "pf ‘UOS}B 68/824 





> 
fc 
D 
S 
5 
mn 
= 
5 
= 
mM 
= 
oO 











ASIGNVHOUAN | | | NOIsIoda , 
aNv sIsvad NOILVOATVA | AJALLNIVTd iO ALVA uadWwaNn 
AULNGA JO LUOd | | dO SIsvad | ypaodanr | NOISIOd a 











a 
je~] 
P 
© 
oOo 
NM 
ms 
ai 
© 
e 
mM 
> 
oO 





| (S¢Il “a°V'O) 
SynysvAp plouszog | [8 49 UOTBIOdI0D 
YIOK MON | [BOIUTEYD AZIOD “A‘g'p 





synjseAp poqiod 
-T uo e]qeAed sorynp 
SUIOJSND IOJ MOT[B 
0} ‘190qJO suTOysND Aq 
I ide 10}0By 10130 
yons 10 OFT AQ Popra 
-Ip ‘quourosteidds jo 
SUIT} 4B IIOyjO SUIOZ 
“snd AQ poululiejep 
syunours ut AJOATIOp 
jo oov(d 03 yueurdrys 
jo eovjd toy ooueins 
-Ul pus UOTyeyIOdsuUBI} 
JO sjs0O0 ssoy ‘puny JO 
SSBlO OURS Jo SyNyseAp 
jo soyes uo ‘g'Q UI 
epem Aljensn sesued 
-xo [vi10u03 pus youd 
Zutjuesoidel %9' 7 
ssoy ‘yUeuresteidde jo 
OUIT} 3B JOOWJO SUIOZ 
-snd AQ peululezep 
sw yunodsip ysvo YT 
sso, ‘sedtud Bullles ‘g°Q 





aNjVA Sd}BIg poyUugQ 





"0490 
“e6h80/29 


ae 





W0T}B.10d.109 
TeorueyD A310H 





8161 
‘LT Areniqo yt 
“¢ ‘U0S]BM 


OF/SL41 





CUSTOMS COURT 


Judgment of the United States Customs Court 
in Appealed Case 


Frsrvuary 14, 1978 
AppEAL 77-10.—Ameliotex, Inc. v. United States.—‘‘SaRLANBE,” 
EvastomMEerRICc FrisER—MONOFILAMENTS—MULTIFILAMENTS; 
Grovurep Frtraments—TSUS.—C.D. 4673 affirmed Novem- 
ber 10, 1977. C.A.D. 1200. 
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US. Customs Service 


T.D. No; 
Antidumping; polyvinyl chloride sheet and film from the Republic of 
China (Taiwan) ; contest determination _ 78-73 
Cotton textile products; restriction on entry; Pakistan 78-71 
Cotton, wool, and manmade fiber textile products; restriction on 
entry; India 
Drawback decisions: 
Ocean-going pipelaying/derrick barge 
Drilling rigs 
PANNE IIS ct Ra Sen anew aeoses 
Yacht—Morgan Out Island 51 
“Ceregen” 
Flavoring extract known as No. 4001 Hiram Walker Natural and 
artificial chocolate almond flavor, among other things___-~_____- 
Flavoring extract known as No. 4655 Lemon-Lime Extract 


Court of Customs and Patent Appeals 


Stella D’Oro Biscuit Co., Inc. v. The United States: 
Classification of imports—Oven 


Customs Court 


Appeal to U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals (p. 22): 
Appeal: 
77-10—“‘Sarlane,” elastomeric fiber; monofilaments; multifilaments; 
grouped filaments; TSUS 
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